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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3) \3 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: the resistive 
heater layer 26 is listed as 27 (Page 5, line 23) and as 25 (Page 6, line 8). 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not Identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-2, 4 and 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ellis et al (6,653,607) in view of Lawson (5,925,275). 

Ellis teaches a patient positioning device 100 comprising a patient positioning plate 110, 
a planar heater 150 that is non-removably integrated in the plate 110, but does not 
teach a plate composed of fiber composite. Lawson discloses a heater 40 integrated in 
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a carbon fiber-based composite structure (col. 8, lines 19-25). It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to modify Ellis's invention to include a 
carbon fiber structure to laminate the heater as taught by Lawson (col. 4, lines 19-25). 

5. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ellis in 
view of Lawson and further In view of Asami et al (6,710,313). 

Ellis in view of Lawson teaches substantially the claimed invention, but does not teach a 
heating module removably inserted in the plate. Asami teaches a heating module 21 
being removably inserted in the seat of a vehicle (Fig. 23). It would have been obvious 
to one having ordinary skill in the art to modify Ellis's in view of Lawson invention to 
incorporate a heating module to be inserted in the plate as taught by Asami (Fig. 23) 
and also make it flush with an exterior contour of the plate as a conventional in the art. 

6. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ellis in 
view of Lawson. 

Ellis teaches substantially the claimed invention, but does not teach an electrical 
conductor disposed in the fiber composite and electrically isolated by adhesive. Lawson 
discloses a heater 40 having electrical conductors 28 electrically isolated by adhesive 
layers 56 and 58. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to 
modify Ellis's invention to include conductors and adhesive layers to electrically isolate 
the heater as taught by Lawson (Col. 8, lies 1-10). 

7. Claims 6 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ellis in view of Lawson and further in view of Theilacker et al (5,138,138). 
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Ellis in view of Lawsdn teaches substantially the claimed invention, but is silent 
regarding a heating device being transparent to x-rays. Theilacker discloses a heating 
pad 2 having a heating conductor 16 and being pervious to x-rays. It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to modify the invention of Ellis and Lawson 
to include the heating pad with a conductor being pervious to x-rays for an operating 
table as taught by Theilacker (Abstract, lines 1-5). 

8. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ellis in 
view of Lawson and further in view of Saito (JP403066370). 
Ellis teaches substantially the claimed invention, but does not teach a tomography 
device. Saito teaches a heating medical device using a tomography (Abstract, lines 20- 
22). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to modify Ellis's 
invention to include a tomography device to create a tomography image as taught by 
Saito (Abstract, lies 20-22). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leonid M Fastovsky whose telephone number is 703- 
306-5482. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th. 8.00 am -6.00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Denise Pothier can be reached on 703-308-0265. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomiation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). -=^-7 
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